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Examiner 
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HAASE, RICHARD ALAN 



Art Unit 
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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Chester T. Barry . (3) Mr Haase 

(2) Mr. Mark Gilbreth . ^ 

Date of Interview: Late March 2002 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)|E No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: none in particular . 

Identification of prior art discussed: none . 

agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)|EI was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

1 wl!! 06 ° f lnte !! ieW includin9 descri P tion of tne general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement 
^reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Shnet a 



was 



%l f HS.T ript ? ) m if nec ^ ar y- and a C °PV of tne amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 

t M f 31 "S 6 ' mUSt be 3tta ? ed - AIS °' Where no c °Py of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 



i)D It is not _necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview^ box 

CrtGCKSG ). 



IS 



Mess the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST offipf irnnw 
3MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Sectio VlJs.O^ ^ If^epl^o he las^ Office 
^^T^^^ PUCmT 13 G,VEN ° NE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO F LE A 
fevtrsfs de T or°o F n T a H tt ached B 22?°' ° F ° f ^ ° f " > 
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«n«imo„ Sub f»n<* of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: After having reviewed the three responses before the interview the 
the - papers t fi ! ed 3/1/02 and 3/4/02 were fully responsive, and that all thw^S 

he subs Sc^hP^n^' "Tt™ 1 W ° U,d be entered " The examiner also stated that aft ' r having reviewed 
v!I ? !f P °. S f' ! e - before any art - based arguments were made during the interview itself that the 

^^E^SSS* t0 3PPly ^ PreVi ° USly ° f ^ and 10 iSSUe a oS 
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